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Landscape designed by Markus Költringer from The Noun Project 
Source: http://rivendell.lib.uic.edu/news/2011/10/24/open-access-journals-gain-attention-and-impact/  
Source: http://johnhawks.net/weblog/topics/metascience/zombie-monograph-change-academic-publishing-2011.html  
Source: http://www.technologyreview.com/news/506371/free-textbooks-spell-disruption-for-college-publishers/  
Just because the existing scholarly publishing system has served the 
academy fairly well in the past does not mean that it has an intrinsic right 
to continue to exist in perpetuity. It should not, and must not, become a 
barrier to our aspirations and our innovations. If the day has come 
when the scholarly publishing system impedes 
scholarship, teaching, and learning it should—indeed 
must—be replaced by a new and more responsive 
system. As Don Waters of The Andrew W. Mellon Foundation famously 
reminded us, “It’s the scholarship stupid.”  
 
We need to remember what’s really important here, and what our 
ultimate goals are.   --Clifford Lynch, 2006 
As cited in Steele, 2011: http://dx.doi.org/10.3998/3336451.0011.201 
This might be “the day”... 
Stopwatch designed by Scott Lewis from The Noun Project 
1 
2 3 Reviewing 
Recognition 
Publishing 
1 Publishing: Economics 
Journals 
a 
Source: http://www.lib.washington.edu/scholpub/facts/economics  
Books 
Source (upper): http://quod.lib.umich.edu/j/jep/3336451.0011.201?rgn=main;view=fulltext  
 
Source (bottom): http://www.thecrimson.com/article/1999/3/18/publish-popular-or-perish-pthe-halcyon/  
Textbooks 
No designed by Alex Fuller from The Noun Project; Like designed by Marwa Boukarim from The Noun Project; Poor designed by Luis Prado from The Noun Project 
1 Publishing: Format b 
Typewriter designed by Simon Child from The Noun Project 

Through cost and format,  
traditional publishing model(s) 
impede scholarship, teaching, 
and learning. 
But there are other issues, too. 
2 Reviewing: Issues... 
Source (JRSM): http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1420798/  
...which Twitter alone cannot solve. 
Source: http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/politicsandpolicy/archives/19652  
3 Recognition: Assessing impact 
Impact 
Source (upper): http://www.bmj.com/content/314/7079/497.1  
 
Source (bottom): http://mybrainextension.blogspot.com/2010/11/pnas-editorial-impact-factor-corrupts.html  
Assessment 
Credit for new objects and 
new metrics. 
Source (left): http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/journal_of_scholarly_publishing/v040/40.3.cheverie.html  
 
Source (right): http://www.insidehighered.com/news/2009/05/26/digital  
Is a “new and more responsive 
system” emerging? 
(         Signs point to yes). 
8 Ball designed by Dani Rolli from The Noun Project 
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1 Publishing: Open access a 
Journals 
Source: http://www.biomedcentral.com/1741-7015/10/124/figure/F2  
Journals 
Source (upper): http://www.mla.org/news_from_mla/news_topic&topic=596  
Books 
Source (upper): http://crln.acrl.org/content/71/8/436.full  
Library + Press 
Library as Press 
Textbooks & Resources 
Share.  Remix.  Reuse. 
Textbook 
The Open-Source Textbook 
 
Over the past year, I have been building an open-source, online, multimedia textbook 
for the four-semester course Musicianship sequence that I teach at Charleston 
Southern University.  
 
[...] 
 
Doing this has saved each of my students over $200 in textbooks (and will save them 
still more when it is complete). It has also increased my students’ engagement with 
the materials, since these materials are designed by someone who knows both them 
and the specific course goals and are, therefore, far more useful than their previous 
textbooks. In fact, it is rare for a student to read a page on this website only once. 
Instead, they tend to have multiple browser tabs open on this website as they work in 
class, making constant reference to the materials I have given them. 
 
Kris P. Shaffer, Charleston Southern University 
 
The text: http://kshaffer.github.com/musicianshipResources/  
Text source: http://kris.shaffermusic.com/wordpress/the-open-source-textbook-or-what-im-thinking-about-proposing-for-thatcamp-se/  
Source: http://dailybruin.com/2013/01/31/library-to-offer-grants-for-cheaper-textbook-alternatives/  
1 Publishing: Rethinking form/function b 
Journal format 
Journal functions 
Journal concept 
Source (upper): http://www.frontiersin.org/Computational_Neuroscience/10.3389/fncom.2012.00019/abstract  
“[P]ost-monograph publisher of new, complex forms of scholarly argument...” 
“Digital” doesn’t have to mean “PDF.” 
Textbook form/function/concept 
Source: https://connect.innovateuk.org/web/digital-innovation-contest-education/pearson  
But if it’s a different format, or 
it’s freely available, can it still be  
quality? 
(Hint: The answer is yes) 
2 Reviewing: Opening the black box 
Box designed by Mourad Mokrane from The Noun Project; Box designed by Mourad Mokrane from The Noun Project; Speech Bubble designed by Bram van Rijen from The Noun Project 
Too often a journal's decision to publish a paper is dominated by 
what the Editor/s think is interesting and will gain greater 
readership — both of which are subjective judgments and lead to 
decisions which are frustrating and delay the publication of your 
work. PLOS ONE will rigorously peer-review your submissions and 
publish all papers that are judged to be technically sound. 
Judgments about the importance of any particular paper are then 
made after publication by the readership (who are the most 
qualified to determine what is of interest to them). 
Journals 
Redefining the internal workings. 
Source: http://www.plosone.org/static/information  
Journals 
Making the box transparent. 
Source: http://www.elifesciences.org/the-journal/review-process/  
Coupling open and closed review. 
Journals 
Source: http://mediacommons.futureofthebook.org/mcpress/ShakespeareQuarterly_NewMedia/  
Coupling open and closed review. 
Books 
Source: http://mediacommons.futureofthebook.org/mcpress/plannedobsolescence/  
3 Recognition: Replacing Impact Factor 
altmetrics 
Source: http://chronicle.com/article/As-Scholarship-Goes-Digital/130482/  
Article-level metrics (PLoS ) 
Conversation, not citation 
Source: http://www.altmetric.com/  
Impact beyond articles 
Source: http://impactstory.org/  
Tracking doesn’t 
matter if it (non-
traditional publications, 
OERs, etc.) doesn’t 
count. 
Source: http://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/abs/10.1162/leon.2009.42.1.71  
Published MedEdPORTAL authors may generate usage reports that provide 
a list of users who downloaded their publications from the MedEdPORTAL 
Web site. The usage report contains each user's institution, country, and 
the date the user downloaded the resource. In addition, the report also 
provides a description of how the user plans to utilize the resource. 
Published authors may automatically run usage reports from their My 
MedEdPORTAL page.  (MedEdPORTAL) 
“Generating this detailed end-user data supports authors when 
demonstrating the distinct impact and utilization of their published 
materials for promotion and tenure purposes.” (SACNAS, 2011) 
Source (MedEdPORTAL):  https://www.mededportal.org/about/faq/  
 
Source (SACNAS): http://sacnas.org/about/stories/sacnas-news/spring-2011/bringing-science-light  
Bottom line? 
1 
2 
3 
Open or hybrid review processes can create transparency 
and focus on assessing the soundness of scholarship, not 
discerning its potential impact 
Open models are shifting the focus from distributing 
economically viable scholarship to sharing all scholarship and 
encouraging its creative re-use 
As the ways in a which a scholar’s work may be accessed, 
and the forms that work may take, continue to expand, the 
P&T process is challenged to adapt to give credit to new 
forms and uses of scholarship 
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